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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

£3 Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43to.l(a)(i)with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 
Certain documents cited 

□ Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

□ Box No.Vm Certain observations on the international application 



□ Box No.H 

□ Box No. Ill 

□ Box No. IV 
S Box No. V 

■ 

□ BoxNo.VI 



2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an 
Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule 66.\bis(b) that 
written opinions of this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to submit to the 
IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing 
of Form PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCT/ISA/220. 



3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220. 
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International application No. 

PCT/CN2006/001153 



Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
13 the international application in the language in which it was filed 

Q a translation of the international application into , which is the language of a translation 

furnished for the purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

□ on paper 

□ in electronic form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

□ contained in the international application as filed 

□ filed together with the international application in electronic form 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating thereto has been filed or 

* furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the 
application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 



4. Additional comments: 
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International application No. 

PCT/CN2006/001153 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43£ts.l(aX0 with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement: 

Novelty (N) Claims 1-12 YES 

Claims NONE NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims NONE YES 

Claims 1-12 NO 

Industrial applicability (IA) claims 1-12 YES 

Claims NONE NO 



2. Citations and explanations 

D1: CN1412985A (23.04.2003) 
D2: CN 1553651 A (08.12.2004) 
D3: WO2005013050A2 (10.02.2005) 

1. Novelty 

Claim 1 requests for a fast convergence method of point to point services, and claim 12 requests for a PE device 
used for fast convergence of point to point services. D1 discloses a method for determining at least one service route in 
MPLS network. D2 discloses a user facility double returning method based on multi-protocol label exchange. D3 discloses 
a method for implementing HaSP topology vpn. There are not the same technical proposals described In the above 
documents 1-3, so claims 1, 12 are novel compared with the prior art, and comply with the Article 33(2) PCT. And thus the 
corresponding dependent claims 2-11 have novelty under Article 33(2) PCT. 

2. Inventive step 

Claim 1 requests for a fast convergence method of point to point services, and D1 relates to a method for 
determining at least one service route in MPLS network, which discloses that (see in particular page 1 line 12-18): 
protection switch and fast route change are implemented by saving a backup path for protecting a main LSP to resist 
network fault, from which, it must detect whether LSP occurs a failure, i.e. detect the status of LSP to determine to switch 
or not. The only difference between the scheme of claim 1 and the disclosure of D1 is that it's implemented in PE CE 
double-attached to. However D2 describes a user facility double returning method based on multi-protocol label exchange, 
which discloses that (see page 1 line 15-22, fig 1): in the application of BGP/MPLS VPN, a CE device connects to two PEs 
at the same time. A skilled person considering D1 and D2 in combination would arrive at the subject-matter of claim 1 
without exercising an inventive step. Therefore claim 1 does not involve an inventive step, and does not meet the criteria 
set out in Article 33(3) PCT. 

Dependent claims 2-10 do not disclose any special technical features which the person skilled in the art would 
regard as more than a normal design option. The person skilled in the art would include these features in order to solve the 
problem posed. Therefore claims 2-10 do not meet the criteria set out In Article 33(3) PCT. 

Claim 12 claims the responding PE of claim 1, so according to the same explanation, claim 12 does not involve an 
inventive step, and does not comply with Article 33(3) PCT. 

3. Claims 1-12 have industrial applicability under Article 33(4) PCT, because the technology schemes claimed can be 
made or used in the industry. 
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